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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 17, 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kenneth Schofield et al US Patent 5929786. (Hereafter referred to Schofield). 

Regarding Claim 17, Schofield discloses in fig 2 and col. 3 lines 17-25, a blind 
spot detections system with detector 20 on the side mirror, a control unit 24 which may 
be incorporated in the same housing and indicator assembly 26. This reads on "an 
observation unit for generating observation data; a data processing unit for processing 
the observation data; and an indication unit for displaying a warning signal; wherein 
internal data communication connections of the system are.disposed in said wing mirror 
unit such that the detection system is autonomous". 

Regarding Claim 20 as treated In claim 17 a control unit 24 which may be 
situated in the side mirror is disclosed this reads "data processing unit is mounted on 
the actuator". 

Regarding claim 29 Schofield discloses in the Fig. 3 two detectors for two 
different blind spots. This reads on "second observation unit for generating observation 
data in connection with a second blind spot". 
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Regarding Claim 30 Schofield discloses in fig. 1 by dotted lines expected 
coverage are of detector 20 which diagonally behind the driver. This reads on "blind 
spot is generated or presented diagonally". 

Regarding Claim 31 Schofield discloses in fig. 2 and coLS lines 37 - 40 that 
indicator system 26 are LEDS. This reads on "indication unit comprises an optical 
indicator". 

Regarding Claim 32 Schofield discloses in fig 2 and col. 3 lines 17-25, a blind 
spot detections system with indicator system 26 on the side mirror. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negativjed by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 18, 21-24, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schofield in view of Stephen F. Brown US Patent Application 20020176712. 
(Hereafter referred to as Brown). 

Regarding Claim 18, Schofield discloses all the limitation of clainfi 18. as applied 
claim 17 except a master slave arrangement. Brown discloses in paragraph 95 and fig. 
23 surveillance camera system with master-slave arrangement. 
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It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to 
incorporate the master slave of arrangement of Brown into Schofield for portability and 
scalability as taught by Brown. 

Claim 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schofield and Brown as applied to claim 18 above, and further in view of Schofield et al 
US Patent Application 2002/0017985 Al. (Hereafter referred to Schofield*) 

Regarding Claims 21, Schofield in view of Brown discloses all the limitation of 
claim 21 as applied claim 18 except optical camera. Schofield* discloses in fig. 1 and 
paragraph 24 cameras 14 and 16 or image capture devices as part of a camera display 
system 12. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate camera of Schofield* into Schofield and Brown for enhanced 
visual presentation as taught by Schofield*. 

Regarding Claim 22, Schofield, Schofield* and Brown discloses all the limitation 
of claim 22 as applied claim 21 including a transmitter and a receiver for transmitting 
and receiving electromagnetic signal. Brown further discloses in paragraph 95 that the 
wireless surveillance systemlOb has a transmitter/ receiver. 

Regarding Claim 23, Schofield, Schofield* and Brown discloses all the limitation 
of claim 23 as applied claim 22 including radar signal. Brown further discloses the 
surveillance system processes microwave signals which are Radar signals 
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Regarding Claim 24, Schofield, Schofield* and Brown discloses all the limitation 
of claim 24 as applied claim 22 including integrated transmitter and receiver. Brown 
further discloses the master surveillance system 10A is transmitter/ receiver system 
thus integrated. 

Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schofield in view of Jan K. Schiffman et al US Patent Application 2004/0012516. 
(Hereafter referred to as Schiffman) 

Regarding claim 28, Schofield discloses all the limitations of claim 28 as applied 
to claim 17 except two electromagnetic signals for overlapping coverage. Schiffman 
discloses in paragraph 15 in view of paragraph 3 the use of two radar sensor 12a and 
12b to achieve overlapping coverage with plurality of radar beams. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill the time of the invention to 
use the overlapping coverage of Schiffman in Schofield for enhanced detection as 
taught by Schiffman. 

Claim19, 25, 26, 33-36, 42, 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schofield in view of Masaharu Yuzawa US Patent 3659929. 
Hereafter referred to as Yuzawa. 

Regarding Claim 19 Schofield discloses all the limitations of claim 19 as applied 
to claim 17 except an actuator.. Yuzawa discloses an adjusting screw 8 in figs. 1, 2 and 
col. 2 lines 8-10. 
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It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill the time of invention to 
incorporate the adjusting screw of Yuzawa into Schofield to adjust mirror angle as 
taught by Yuzawa. 

Regarding Claim 25 Schofield in view of Yuzawa discloses all the limitation of 
claim 25 as applied to claim 19. Schofield further discloses in fig 2 a detection unit 20 
mounted on housing of the side mirror. This reads on "an observation unit disposed 
within the mirror housing". 

Regarding Claim 26 Schofield in view of Yuzawa discloses all the limitation of 
claim 26 as applied to claim 25. Schofield further discloses in fig 2 a mirror housing 
that is the exterior of the side mirror. 

Regarding Claim 27 Schofield in view of Yuzawa discloses all the limitation of 
claim 26 as applied to claim 25. Schofield further discloses in fig. 2 and col. 3 lines 17- 
25, a blind spot detections system with detector 20 on the side mirror. 

Regarding Claim 33 Schofield in view of Yuzawa discloses all the limitation of 
claim 33 as applied to claim 19. Schofield further discloses in fig 2 and col. 3 lines 38 - 
40, Indicator assembly 26 (LEDS) is positioned behind the reflective element 34 of 
mirror. This reads on "optical indicator passes through the semi-permeable optical 
material out of said wing mirror unlf . 

Regarding Claim 34 Schofield discloses in fig 2 and col. 3 lines 17-25, a blind 
spot detections system with detector 20 on the side mirror, a control unit 24 which may 
be incorporated In the same housing and indicator assembly 26. Schofield does not 
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disclose an actuator. Yuzawa discloses an adjusting screw 8 in fig. 1 and col. 2 lines 8- 
10. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill the time of invention to 
incorporate the adjusting screw of Yuzawa into Schofield to adjust mirror angle as 
taught by Yuzawa. 

Regarding Claim 35 Schofield discloses in fig 2 and col. 3 lines 17-25, a blind 
spot detections system with detector 20 on the side mirror, a control unit 24 which may 
be incorporated in the same housing and indicator assembly 26. Schofield does not 
disclose an actuator. Schofield does not disclose an actuator. Yuzawa discloses an 
adjusting screw 8 in fig. 1 and col. 2 lines 8-10. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill the time of invention to 
incorporate the adjusting screw of Yuzawa into Schofield to adjust mirror angle as 
taught by Yuzawa. 

Regarding Claim 36 Schofield in view of Yuzawa discloses all the limitation of 
claim 36 as applied to claim 35 including a mirror mounted on a supporting plate. 
Yuzawa discloses in fig. 2 a mirror 1 mounted on unlabeled plate. 

Regarding Claim 42 Schofield in view of Yuzawa discloses all the limitation of 
claim 42 as applied to claim 35 including observation units for a second blind spot. 
Schofield discloses in the Fig. 3 two detectors for two different blind spots. 

Regarding Claim 43Schofield in view of Yuzawa discloses all the limitation of 
claim 43 as applied to claim 35 including an optical indicator. Schofield discloses in fig. 
2 and col.3 lines 37 - 40 that indicator systems 26 are LEDS, thus optical indicators. 
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Claim 37-40, 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schofield and Yuzawa in view of Brown. 

Regarding claim 37 Schofield In view Yuzawa discloses all the limitations of 
claim 37 as applied to claim 36 except optical cameras. Brown discloses in fig. 2 and 
paragraph 95 cameras as part of surveillance system 10a. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the camera of Brown in Schofield in view of Yuzawa to detect Images 
as taught by Brown. 

Regarding claim 38 Schofield and Yuzawa in view of Brown discloses all the 
limitations of claim 38 as applied to claim 37 including a transmitter and a receiver for 
transmitting and receiving electromagnetic signal. Brown further discloses in paragraph 
95 that the wireless surveillance system 1 0b has a transmitter/ receiver. 

Regarding claim 39 Schofield and Yuzawa in view of Brown discloses all the 
limitations of claim 39 as applied to claim 38 including radar signals. Brown further 
discloses the surveillance system processes microwave signals which are Radar 
signals. 

Regarding claim 40 Schofield and Yuzawa in view of Brown discloses all the 
limitations of claim 40 as applied to claim 39 including integrated transmitter and 
receiver. Brown further discloses the master surveillance system 10A is transmitter/ 
receiver system thus integrate 
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Regarding claim 44 Schofield and Yuzawa in view of Brown discloses all the 
limitations of claim 44 as applied to claim 38 including semi-permeable mirrors. 
Schofield further discloses in fig 2 and col. 3 lines 38 -40, indicator assembly 26 (LEDS) 
is positioned behind the reflective element 34 of mirror. For the indicator lights to come 
through the mirror must have some permeability. 

Claim 41 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schofield and Yuzawa in view of Schiffman. 

Regarding Claim 41, Schofield in view of Yuzawa discloses all the limitation of 
claim 41 as applied to claim 35 except overlapping electromagnetic signals. Schiffman 
discloses in paragraph 15 in view of paragraph 3 the use of two radar sensor 12a and 
12b to achieve overlapping coverage with plurality of radar beams. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill the time of the invention to 
use the overlapping coverage of Schiffman. in Schofield for enhanced detection as 
taught by Schiffman. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ojiako Nwugo whose telephone number is (571) 272 
9755. The examiner can nomnally be reached on M - F 7.30am - 5.00pm EST, 
Alternate Fridays Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached on (571) 272 2981 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated infomriation 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



